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•••••On .1Jecember 31, 1991, i>iichael Co Trahos oubmi ttat~~1(.tl~~.ssion

a Petition for Rule Making, which sought to ammend~~"~( of the
Commission's rules governing the Amateur Raalo ~ervice, in ordor to
authorize Novice Class operators aCCGSS to licensee/control operator
privileges of repeater stations o fic3arding these comments ana
particularly his argument on page five, section IV. that, "Novice
Cla8s licensees are qualified to be repeater licenscsD, contrel
operators and trustees in other radio services", please consider
the fact that the purposes for which the AmRteur Rad1c Service ~as

created ana the licensing rec;uirements thereof" are greatly :.Jifferent
from tbose of the General Nobile Ra-..:.io Selvice (Gl'1HS) an:] the Private
Land Mobile Ra~io Service (PU~). Comparing the Amateur Rauia Service
to. the ill~ or Pu~ffiS is like com9aring apples to ornnses. The mere
reality that a typical Novice Class lic8nsee or any other person for
that matter, may be permi tted to operate a repeater in the GIv1R5 or
PL!\1RS, according simply to toe rules which govern those services, is
not proof in an:.J of itself of that indiviaual~ technical qualifications o

It has absolutely no bearing whatsoever on his/her knowledge or ability
to properly plan, construct, install, operate an~ ~aintain a repeater
station in the Amateur Radio Service.

On page five, sBction IV., paragraph 11, Trahos states that repeater
operation requirements in the PU·1RS ana Gl'dRS are more strinsent than
those for amateur raaio. Further, he states that bein8 a repeater
licensee/control operator/trustee unQer ?arts 98 and/or 95 requires
as much, if not more, technical knowledge as does being a licensee/
control operator under Part 97. In the preVious paragraph (10), however,
he notes that station licensees in the PLi~ and G~ffiS are not reqUired
to take a written technical oxamination in or~6r to be control operators
and trustees of repeaters. The passage of the amateur Novice Class
examination certainly aoes not require aavanced techincal knowledge,
especially relative to repeBter construction and operation. Therefore,
in view of these facts, I must ask the Com~i8sion to seriously
question what proof actually exists of the technical knowledge Trahos
claims is rec;uirbJ of anu possessed by licensees/control operators/
trustee8 of repeater stations governeQ by Parts 90 an~ 95. Thin
alleged technical knowledse appare.ntly forms the basis for his
contention that Novice C1RSS licensees ~ho are p8rmitteJ control operator/
licensee/trustee priVileges of rsoeaters in tho Gi\ffiS nnd PUffiS, are
therefore, somehow qualifieQ to be licens6es/control operators of
repeater stations in the A~ateur Raoio Service. Yet without an objective
written technical examination, the possession of such vital knowleGge
can not be verifiod.

The petitioner's nrgu~entt thereforo, is inv81id. The average Novice
Clacs licensee joes not operBte a repeater in the Gl~S or PLW{S;
would lik8ly possess aubiouR technical knowledge even if engnged in
ouch operation, and is absolutely unC;ualified to oper[1te/control
a repeater station in the Amateur Reaio 5srvlce. Injiviju~lG,

vhether licensoe in Gl'1RS/PU,lRS or not, who :Je~ir6 to operate [H}U cOlltrol
amateur raQio repeaters Rnd who tr~ly do POSR6SS, by whatever ~eGn8,

the necessary technical knowledge, can easily prove their aptitude
by passage of the No-Code Technician examination. This entrv level
license class was specifically created for operetors ""flose i~t6r'est
lies in VHF/UHF communications, and is the ll~ense of choice for



many receater licensees/control opprators. The license is Bxtr6Tsly
popular and easily obtained. RGvinion of the Novice Class license and
examina t i on to allow repea tel' c ofJtrol opera tor /lic ens 6e prlvile ges
is neither necessary nor desirable.

On pac;e sevan, section V., Trehoe proposes thqt rep63t8rs licensed
to anu controlled by Novice Class licensees should utilize only
co,omerc1ally manufactured transmitters. Anparently, this 8uSI3",ction
1s offerod i11 U.GU of demonstrable evidence of the techoic'Jl cC':npetence
allegedly possessed by Novice Class licens66s. ThA ~ctu81 trtent of th~

petitioner, however, is ultimately irrelevant since, as tha Commission
has noted in the Notice, ouch a provision is not possible Rinee VHF/UHF


